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The problem raised in the case of Herbert, lEiMISIk is how much of what he says

is the truth? ligejaalea..breire110:.sieeeito.ele...hi..s-stalSOWNOmirrttrtntriVetrertilartrrhill

wâ.14NGELSING htpolOf has been questioned on three ofocasion in filowxxx Lnroec

ana :twice in this count*. it may De said that, aithrnigh his story nas cne_nced tome-

what, :le has st4ek iretty aoseiy to it end such discreancies hs have appeared can

he rxplainisd through failure to elicit his complete story in the first interviews.

Herbert ENGELSIa, was born 2 September 1904 in Overeth, near Cologne, Germany,

and until 1933 was an attorney, then a judge, in Berlin. Upon Hitler's coming to

power ENGLISING turned to the film industry and vms a successful film director and

producer with Tobis. In 1938 he married and he and his wire lived in vr.riour rn .nt . nf

Berlin nntil 1444 when hieweiCe vent to Konst n7, Germany.. Ei:GFLSIisiG followed shortly

after the close of the war, id not earlier.	 ILISING joined her parents, A .. .440: .

(rs,Arthur KOHLER, in California in 1947 an both 1.11GELIUM are at the present time in

the United States.

Accodding to statements of both Mrs. and Er. ENG.ISEG their friendship with the

SCHUV.OYSENS lo,gan in 1938 and ended in 141. The reasons given for the breaking of

thatzelationship seem/ on the surface plausible enough - the claim that SCHUL:e-BOYSEN

turned to the left in late 1941 or early 194 and discord between'..;CrULZE-BOYSEV and

his wife Libertas. Lese statem ,..mta will be tal:en up in detail. There appears to be

no ai_apeel t reason to doubt LEGF13ING's claim that the rel4onship was broken off com-:

pletely A that time as far as his activity as an agent . of SC! UL7.E-FiCYSEF is concerned.

EVC:-ISIFG has freely admitted that he supplied information. on politici1 and military

actions nlanned by the G roan GOvernment before the tic= end of 1941, that he introduced

to SCPUL 2-50YSEN a number of t.L: , more usefuL :.1,. ers of ti!i, gr up, sue:.	 T;11CF,

.:11)	 as namedeie.t in6ivic:ua1s as his 1.) .;:n sources of'4•	 ..
c.rv,i	 41-0-, G.)

information. Ee has also admitted know	 certain mer:rers of the group, although tLey
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On thc basis cf t:ese admissions ti.ere can be no doubt of EZISING/s,part in
known

the SCHLZE-BOYSIT group. Indeed his/active participation km= makes it appear the

more remarkable that he was not picked . up with the others. If we consider that the

SCRUL7F-POYSEY grou p was effective from the epring of 1941 to the early fall of 1942

then FYGEISING was an active participant during half of the period , of the groups great-

est effectiveness as well as during the major portion of the time during which the

effectivness of the group , as b.ing built up. •

The question therefore arises: that is •a:GE:LSI:NO keeping to himself and why?

The answer, which we believe to be much more than an assumption, is that he has oon-

structed a sort of "legenda", part fiction, part fact with the intention of playing up

his collaboration with SCEULZEBOYSEN during a period in which he cliins that SCHULZE,-

BOYSEN was pro-Ally and his withdrawal from contact with 3CEULZE-BOYSEN when the latter,

according to FNO : ISING, turned to the Left. fk,th claims, the pro-Ally attitude and the

late turn to the Left, ie after 1 :NCEISING broke off, we believe to be largely fiction

and we will treat these claims below. At this point we may direct attention to the

reason motivating Et:OF:MING to make these claims. Ve know too little about the man

to sketch theam more than briefly, but two possibilities at least present themselves:

self-preservation or a long-term plant. The former is admittedly more likely and may be

considered to be indicated by his marriage in 1938, the establishment of his parents-in-

law in the United States in 1939, the elaimed withdrawal from the group in 1941 and the
4 7).,,A.,,,t,z-f.

concoction of a pro-Ally slant an-----p&tt. of Schulze-ECYSEN during the period of his own

collaboration with him.

ENOEISING has made the statement that mniactottibchtize SCHULZE-BOYSEN "exhibited

a definite pro-Russian philosophy" "either in the fall of 1941 or in the spring of 1942"

and he indicates that orior to tis time SCHUL:e-BOYSEN's orientation was toward the

Allies and he was not at all inclined toward Co.:munism. Our information in regard to

SCHULZE-BkYSEN's po_itical viers and his collaboration with the Soviets has been obtained
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from a Gestapo Section IV A 2 report of the 22 December 1942 which indicate l that SCHUIZEr.

POYSEN was inclined toward the Soviets throughout his intelligence-gathering activity.
TheoreportAtates flatly: "SCHUDIABOYSEN's espionage activities began in 1936" and
thepfirst;riaird of information passed by the SCFULZE-BCYSENS to the Soviets xim refers also

to 1936 when secret plans sidalimmix* for military operations against the Republican

Government in SPain were obtained by SCEULZE-DOYSEN and passed to Gisela von PDELLNITZ

who is reported to have delivered them to the Soviet E.hassy in Berlin. beetiore

Indication of his OroCommunist bias Odor to 1941 is shown in his recruitment of horet

FEIIKANN and Herbert GOLINOW in 1940 during the time he was lecturing at the Institute

of Foreign Affairs of the University of Berlin; of the latter the Gestapo document

states: "SchULZE-DCYSEV was able to convert him . (GOLLNCW) to Communism although he had

nreviously been a National Socialist". Likewise, in speaking of the recruitment of

Col.	 in GEHRTS, the Germane, while not mentioning the date of the recruitment, state:

"Both (GEHRTS and SMULZE-BOYSa) had taken part over a period of'years in Communist

discussion groups". In summing up the Section IV A 2 report the British comment as

follows: "Before 1941 SCHUL7.Ep-BOYSEV .(and HARNACK) were both ardent Communists". From

the above evidence it seems reasonable to conclude that SCHULZE-BOSEN TURNed to the Left

much earlier than the ishizotaztimuat period noted by iNCEBSIEG.

In respect to passing information to the Allies, EGELSING has made as much

capital as possible out of the supposed passing of information to the Britisktbrough
",7+ I,, (.14..4c)

a certain Count DUUGLAS, Swedish Uilitary Attache in Berlin, whose wifejas a sister of

SCHULZEDOYSEN's wife Libertas. No dates for this supposed attempt to give information

to the Allies is mentioned and no corro oration has b.en found except from an extremely

interesting individual km, Hugo BUSCHMANN, whom =USING brought to the ..14seeilmul—Ei_...

the 14th of August, 1947 and who in the course of a generally suspect

intervie4ipported LRGFSING on several points, among them the supposed innocence of

SCFULZEBQYSEN in regard to Communist thevries prior to 1941 and the reported use of
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:Count DOUGLAS as the "channel to the Western Allies"; no dates were mentioned by BUSCH-

MANN as to When this channel was used. 4/804is DOUGLAS invention would not excite

interest especially if it were not for thc fact that throuph the evidence of Manfred
Erich Edgar

ROEDER, the German prosecutor in the SClin E-BCYSEN case, and $. SCEULZE, the father

of SCHULZE-BOYSEN,-it can be proved that the DOUGLAS incident was a complete fabrica-

tion ictizsz:cklee by SCHUI2E-FOYSEN after his arrest and was intended to deceive the Gestapo

and gIcknxtimet postpone as long as possible the execution of the convicted members of his

group.

RCESDER's statement on the incident is as follows: "After Lis arrest% :SCHULZE-

BOYSEN claimed that he had sent certain important documents to Sweden through the

Swedish Military Attache in Berlin. If he did not later send a pre-arranged signal,

these doucments were to be published by February, 190. Since SCHULZE-BOYSEN was sure

(ROEDER belived) idol of Germany's collapse early in 1943, he MS only trying to delay

the execution of his group. The only evidence discovered to support SCHUL7E-BOYSEN's

story was his social contact with a Swedish Colonel, name unknown, who lived in the

house of the actress Marie BARD". E.E. SCHUL7E's corroboration of ROEDER's testimony

may be found in his pub hed "Marro SCHUL'T.-E(YSEN v which is in our possession. E.E.
lit14SCHUU.E WaS called in to vlsit his son on two occasions, the 30th of September 1942 and

the 10th of October 1942 in the hope that his presence might soften his son sufficiently

and influence him to reveal the whereabouts of secret documents, supposed by SCHULZE

to contain information on Nazi crimina4 wLich the son was believed to have smuggled out

of Germany. At the second meeting E.E.SCFULLT Was informed by PANZINGER, in charge of

conducting the investigation of the case, that his son had agreed to explain about the

documents provided the execution of the friends arrested with him be postponed until
S.

the 31st of Dtxember, 1943. This prorise having been made in the presence of his father
-Crvvival	 A

the , ierbter declared "that he had never sent any secret reports abroad

or stolen any Papers. All his official papers were in order in his office. He had never
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prepared to reveal abroad any documents which might be embarrassing to the German

Government; the Gestapo's assumption in regard to such documents he had not contradicted

because he had conceived the idea of using it as pressure in the interest of his friends."

According to 7,..11111-ZE,PAN";11:GFR assured him later that the Gestapo would still hold to

its part of the bargain.	 L	 you! j	 64'

ft-A r
Also of interest is ENCUSING's insistence that the SCEULZE-DOYSENS did not fx-o-r

get along :ell together which4g influenced him and Mrs. EVGaSING to break with

their friends. There is no evidence whatsoever that this stat,ment represQnts the

true state of affairs between Harro and Libertas SCPULZE-BLYSEN. ROEDER gave testimony

as follows on this point: "Libertas was a firm and loyal Communist and after her own

and her husband's arrest she attempted to protect and warn other members of their group."

E.E.SCISULZE has published numerous of his son's letters in xtixaxxicisk none of which
slighting reference

is there any iscbckssmtwassfirosost to Libertae. In his last letter, 1;ritten shortly-

before his execution, SCHUI2EDOYSEN wrote: "Libertas is close to me and shares my

fate at the same hour". This does not mean that they were the closest of companions

but there can be no doubt that they worked together as a team and were teak involved

equally and together in their treason. .

Finally, nothing can throw more doubt on the honesty of ENGEISING's testimony

than his description of the political views of members of the group known to or intro-

duced by him:	 Guenther EISENBCRN	 definitely not a Communist
SCHELIHA A stands to the Right 	 HARNACK - Conservative Socialist
KUCYMOFF - Right Socialist 	 Hr19EI - Right SMialist
TERrIL - Right Socialist	 SCHOTRUEIIM - Right Socialist


